


















































































































































Paramount Petroleum AltAir Renewable Fuels Project 
Initial Study 

c) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves 
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand 
in addition to the provider's existing commitments? 

Previous Environmental Review: As discussed in Section 3.19 (a) above, the additional wastewater 

discharge was within the industrial discharge permit limit for the Refinery. The peak effluent generation 

would not be any greater than that of the existing Refinery. As a result, no new off-site facilities were 

required to treat the projected flows and the impacts were determined to be less than significant. 

Proposed Project Modifications: Potentially Significant Impact. 

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within 

the existing Refmery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. As discussed in Section 3.10 (a) above, the proposed 

modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project include the construction of several new units that would 

generate additional wastewater including the PreTreat Unit, wastewater treatment facilities to support 

the Pretreat Unit, a new Sour Water Stripper, and a new Hydrogen Generation Unit. All of these 

facilities would generate additional wastewater that would require treatment in the Refmery's wastewater 

treatment plant. The increase in wastewater discharge associated with the Project modifications would 

be up to approximately 642,000 gallons per day (446 gpm), which would be well above the wastewater 

discharge evaluated in the December 2013 Final MND. \Vhile the Refinery has existing wastewater 

treatment equipment, the equipment would be modified to treat an increase in wastewater generated by 

the Project modifications. In addition, the existing industrial wastewater discharge permit would need 

to be modified with the Los Angeles County Sanitation District Department. Therefore, the Project 

modifications would increase the wastewater discharged, require additional wastewater treatment 

facilities, and require modifications to the wastewater discharge permit. Therefore, there would be a 

potentially significant impact as a result of the Project. 

d) Would the project generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in excess of the 
capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise iinpair the attainment of solid waste reduction 
goals? 

Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND determined that the Project 

contributed to two existing waste streams at the Refinery: spent caustic and spent catalys t. The caustic 

scrubbing system is permitted as a backup for the refinery fuel gas treating system so the use by the 

Project will not require an increase in capacity of generate more spent caustic than the Refinery has in 

the past. Truck shipments of caustic were expected to occur approximately once every two weeks for 

a total of 26 shipments per year and 650 tons per year of spent caustic sent for recycling. The spent 

catalyst would be changed out once a year and generate approximately 35 tons of waste that would also 

be sent for recycling. As a result, the potential impacts on landfills would be less than significant. 

Proposed Project Modifications: Potentially Significant Impact. 

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within 

the existing Refmery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. The proposed modifications may result in an 
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increase in solid and hazardous waste associated with contaminated soil, catalyst, caustic, and Pretreat 

solids. The proposed modifications would result in an increase in solid and hazardous waste over what 

was evaluated in the December 2013 Final MND. TI1erefore, there would be a potentially significant 

impact associated with the generation of solid waste. 

e) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

3.20 

Previous Environmental Review: TI1e December 2013 Final MND detennined that the Project's 

operation will be required to adhere to City and County ordinances with respect to waste reduction and 

recycling. As a result, no significant adverse impacts related to State and local statutes governing solid 

waste were anticipated. 

Proposed Project Modifications: Less Than Significant Impact. 

\Vhile the proposed Project modifications are expected to increase the amount of solid and hazardous 

waste generated by the renewable fuels production facility, the facility would be required to adhere to 

federal, state and local regulations with respect to waste handling, treatment, documentation, waste 

reduction and recycling, transportation, and ultimate disposal. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts 

related to State and local statutes governing solid waste are anticipated. 

Wildfire 

The State CEQA Guidelines were amended in July 2015 and the CEQA Checklist has been amended since the 

December 2013 Final MND was prepared to specifically include a separate section on wildfire impacts. 

Nonetheless, the potential for wildfires were addressed in the December 2013 Final MND under Hazards. 

Iflocated in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 
zones: 

a) Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

Previous Environmental Review: As discussed in Section 3.9 (g) above the December 2013 Final 

MND detennined that the Project would not result in any arterials being closed to traffic during the 

Project's construction and subsequent operation. As a result, no significant adverse impacts to 

emergency response plans were anticipated. 

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact. 

As discussed in Section 3.9 (g) above, the proposed Project modifications would no t impair 

implementation or physically interfere with an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. 

The Project modifications would result in modifications to the existing Refinery; however, all 

construction activities would occur within the confines of the existing Refinery so no emergency 

response plans at other facilities would be impacted. The Refinery has prepared, adopted, and 

implemented emergency response plans at its facility. The emergency response plans would need to be 
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updated following completion of construction activities associated with the renewable fuels production 

facility. The Project modifications are not expected to alter the route that employees would take to 

evacuate the site, as the evacuation routes generally direct employees outside of the main operating 

portions of the facility. Therefore, there would be no impact associated with emergency response plans. 

b) Would the project, due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, 
and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a wild.ire? 

c) Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as 
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power Jines or other utilities) that may exacerbate 
fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? 

d) Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or 
downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
changes? 

Previous Environmental Review: As discussed in Section 3.9 (h) above, the December 2013 Final 

MND determined that the area surrounding the Reflllery is developed and there were no areas 

containing narural vegetation that could lead to a wildfire. As a result, there were no impacts associated 

with potential wildfires &om off-site locations. 

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact. 

As discussed in Section 3.9 (h) above, the proposed modifications would not increase the existing risk 

of fire hazards in areas with flammable brush, grass, or trees. The Project modifications would no t 

expose people or strucrures to wildland fires. Further, the existing Refinery is not located in an area 

where residences are intermixed with wildlands. No substantial or native vegetation exists within the 

operational portions of the existing Refinery. Therefore, the Project modifications would not impact 

people or structures due to fire hazards &om wildland fires. 

3.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population 
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory? 

No Impact. As discussed in Section 3.4, Biological Resources; Section 3.5, Cultural Resources; and Section 

3.18, Tribal Cultural Resources, the proposed Project is not el\.-pected to result in significant impacts to 

biological, cultural, or tribal cultural resources. Therefore, the proposed Project would not degrade the quality 

of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 

population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce 

the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or anima~ or eliminate important examples of 

the major periods of California history or prehistory. 
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b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable 
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, 
and the effects of probable future projects.) 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Potentially Significant Impact. As addressed throughout this Initial Study, the proposed Project 

would have no impact, a less-than-significant impact, a less-than-significant impact with mitigation 

incorporated, or a potentially significant impact as indicated for each issue area. 

Several impact areas (i.e., Section 3.2, Agricultural and Forestry Resources; Section 3.4, Biological 

Resources; Section 3.6, Energy; Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning; Section 3.12, Mineral Resources; 

Section 3.14, Population and Housing; Section 3.16, Recreation; and Section 3.20, Wildfire) were 

determined to have a less-than-significant or no impact compared to existing conditions, and, thus, the 

proposed Project would not contribute to cumulative impacts related to these environmental topics. 

Other impact areas (i.e. , Section 3.5, Cultural Resources; Section 3.7, Geology and Soils; Section 3.9, 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials, and Section 3.18, Tribal Cultural Resources) are by their nature site

specific, and impacts at one location do not add to impacts at other locations or create additive impacts. 

The following issue areas have the potential for cumulative adverse environmental impacts: Section 3.1, 

Aesthetics; Section 3.3, Air Quality; Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions; Section 3.10, Hydrology 

and Water Quality; Section 3.13, Noise; Section 3.17, Transportation; and Section 3.19, Utilities and 

Service Systems. These impact areas with potentially significant cumulative impacts would potentially 

cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. The proposed Project is 

expected to result in increased emissions, a change to the visual character of the area, a change in hazard 

impacts, water supply, wastewater treatment facilities, noise sources, waste generation, and traffic, all of 

which may result in cumulative impacts. Therefore, the proposed Project may result in cumulatively 

considerable impacts as well as substantial adverse effects on human beings. 
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